
Memorandum 

Date: January 4, 2008 

To: Bill Wilson, NPFMC Staf f  

From: Frank Kelty,  City of Unalaska, for UNFA 

Subject: Statement  o n  SSLMC goals and objectives on  UNFA Proposal #13 
the Bogoslof Island Pacific Cod Exemption Area. 

Goats 
We feel UNFA proposal #13 cont inues t o  meet  t he  goals of the 
SSLMC as wel l  as the ESA, MMPA, MSFCMA, and other applicable 
laws.  This proposal makes only a srnall increase in the Pacific Cod 
TAC for t he  exempt ion area in the 500 to  600 metr ic ton range. The 
proposal wi l l  help sustain the local Unalaska small boat  f ixed gear 
vessels tha t  f ish this area and are home-ported in Unalaska. 

0 bjectives 
1 . Cont inue to avoid jeopardy and adverse modif icat ion. 

There m a y  be more f ~ s h ~ n g  ef for t  and rnore f ishing days inside of SSL 
crit ical habitat, bu t  not on a large scale we expect only  500 t o  600MT 
Increase in TAC for t he  Bogoslof exempt ion area.  
The proposal does not  include provide any t rade-of fs  t o  reduce t h e  
ef fects t o  SSL. 
The proposal does n o t  open any addit ional amount  of crit ical habitat.  
The proposal does n o t  provide protect ion t o  addit ional SSL sites. 
The proposal does not  af fect  nearby SSL s ~ t e s ,  there are no haul outs 
or rookeries inside the Pacific Cod Bogoslof exempt ion area. 
The proposal does n o t  impact  research sites. 
The proposal does not  offer measures t o  contro l  f ishing rate or effort ,  
bu t  this area is for f ixed gear vessels only  under 60 '<  tha t  have a 
slower rate of ca tch  and w e  are seeing more  po t  gear being used in 
the cod fishery that have lower rates of bycatch.  
The proposal does a f fec t  a SSL site o f  special importance. 
The proposal m a y  increase the  no-fishing t ime between t h e  end of the 
year and f i rst  par t  of January due t o  the fac t  tha t  many of t he  6 0 ' <  
f ixed gear vessels don't start  f ishing unti l  later i n  January or early 
February i n  t he  Unalaska Island area. 
The proposal does not  shi f t  e f for t  in to a t imeispace or prey availability 
level that may have negative ef fect  on SSL due t o  the  small amount of 
TAC for this area under 800MT for the 60' < fishery. 



The proposal w i t h  a proposed TAC increase wi l l  increase the  f ~ s h i n g  
days required t o  harvest the quota in t he  Bogoslof exempt ion area. 

2. Encourage development of a sound experimental design for monitor ing 
The proposal does n o t  address this issue. 

3. Minimize adverse social and economic impacts. 
The proposal does provide economic benef i ts t o  the  local Unalaska 
6 0 ' <  f ixed gear fleet, t he  local processing plants and community of 
Unalaska as  a whole through f ish tax revenues as wel l  as goods and 
services purchased b y  this f leet f rom the  local support sector 
businesses. 
This proposal w i t h  and increase in TAC for this area wi l l  encourage 
more e f fo r t  by the local f leet t o  f ish this area and wi l l  create more 
interest f rom the  Unalaska processing facilities i n  work ing  w i t h  and 
purchasing f ish f rom the  local f ixed gear f leet.  This has been and issue 
in t he  past for the local small boat  f leet that  fel t  they  d idn ' t  get a fair 
shake at t imes b y  the  large processing plants locally. 
I don't believe th is  proposal wi l l  a f fect  other fisheries. 
I don ' t  believe this proposed act ion wi l l  be further impacted by 
pending NPFMC action. 

4. Minimize bycatch  of PSC and other groundf ish. 
This proposal shouldn' t  increase bycatch o f  PSC and other groundfish, 
most of the Pacif ic Cod in the  exempt ion area wi l l  be  harvested by pot 
gear wh ich  has one of t he  lowest  rates of bycatch.  
We believe this proposal will not increase bycatch  of PSC species in 
the exempt ion area. 

5 .  Promote safety at sea. 
We believe safety will improve, the exemption area provides a f ishing 
area close t o  protected waters and the communi ty  of Unalaska were 
the  vessels are home-ported and sell there ca tch .  

6. Minimize adverse impacts t o  threatened and endangered species in t he  
BSAI and GOA. 

This proposal does not minimize impacts t o  threatened and 
endangered species in t h e  BSAI. But  this proposal a f fec ts  such a s n ~ a l l  
amount  of TAC and is a f ishery for f ixed gear vessels under 60 '<  tha t  
i t  shouldn' t  have a major impact on SSL even with increased f ~ s h ~ n g  
days in th is  area. 



Regards 

--- 

--- - -- ... -. 
Frank Kelty 
City of Unalaskai UNFA 


